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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 



1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 28-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by 
Nagasawa (6,430,355). 

Regarding claim 28, Nagasawa discloses a recording medium with a cartridge 
that includes a memory device separated from the recording medium (col. 12, lines 20- 
48); loading the recording medium cartridge into a reproducing apparatus (fig. 1); 
transmitting at least some of the information from the memory device included in the 
recording medium cartridge to the reproducing apparatus (1b); and reproducing the 
signals in accordance with the transmitted information (col. 12, line 20-48); wherein the 
transmitted information includes data identifying at least two of the signals recorded on 
the recording medium (col. 12, line 20-48) and specifies a predetermined order for the 
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identified signals, the predetermined order being different from the order in which the 
signals are recorded on the recording medium (col. 14, line 14 - col. col. 21, line 23). In 
other words, the editing device allows a predetermined reproduction order (note: the 
claim limitations do not specify a specific predetermined order; therefore, a 
predetermined reproduction order meets the limitations) to be specified other that the 
order in which the signals are recorded on the recording medium. 

Regarding claim 29, Nagasawa discloses that the recording medium is a 
magnetic tape (fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 30, Nagasawa discloses that the signal recorded on the 
recording medium include at least one video signal (col. 4, line 7-33). 

Regarding claim 31, Nagasawa discloses that the information stored in the 
memory device includes text data (col. 12, lines 20-48). 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 33-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nagasawa in view of Yaegashi et al (5,956,453). 

Regarding claim 33, many of the limitations were previously discussed in the art 
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these limitations. However, Nagasawa does not disclose that the information stored in 
the memory device is stored in the form of a plurality of data packets, the size of and 
format of the data packets having been determined prior to the storing of the information 
in the memory device, and wherein the information is organized according to a 
hierarchical structure, the hierarchical structure including at least two levels. 

Yaegashi et al teaches information stored in the memory device is stored in the 
form of a plurality of data packets (fig. 5), the size of and format of the data packets 
having been determined prior to the storing of the information in the memory device (fig. 
5), and wherein the information is organized according to a hierarchical structure (fig. 
6A), the hierarchical structure including at least two levels (fig. 6A). 

It would have been highly desirable to have a data organizing a hierarchical 
structure so that editing is easier (col. 1 , line 33 - col. 2, line 30). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have the data stored in the memory as discussed above in 
the device of Nagasawa. 

The limitations of claims 34-35 were discussed in the art rejection of claims 29- 
30. Please refer to the art rejection of claims 29-30. 

Regarding claim 36, the information of Yaegashi et al includes a level code 
indicative of the level within the hierarchical structure to which the data packet 
corresponds (fig. 5), as discussed previously. 
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Conclusion 



6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Sezan et al; Nakajima et al, Ten Kate et al, Norton, Okuyama, 
Wood et al, Setogawa et al, and Murata et al disclose various devices using a memory 
in cassette (MIC). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Polin Chieu whose telephone number is (703) 308-6070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8:00 AM-6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew B. Christensen can be reached on (703) 308-9644. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 
872-9314 for regular communications and (703) 872-9314 for After Final 
communications. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 

Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 



Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. i| 



